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A SHORTENED STATUTORY PERIOD FOR REPLY IS SET TO EXPIRE 3 MONTH(S) OR THIRTY (30) DAYS, 
WHICHEVER IS LONGER, FROM THE MAILING DATE OF THIS COMMUNICATION. 

- Extensions of time may be available under the provisions of 37 CFR 1 .1 36(a). In no event, however, may a reply be timely filed 
after SIX (6) MONTHS from the mailing date of this communication. 

- If NO period for reply is specified above, the maximum statutory period will apply and will expire SIX (6) MONTHS from the mailing date of this communication. 
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4a) Of the above claim(s) is/are withdrawn from consideration. 
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DETAILED ACTION 
Response to Amendment 

1 . In the Applicant's amendment received on 9/26/2007 claims 37 and 38 are 
amended and new claims 40-42 have been added. Claims 1-3, 10-14, 21-22, 36, were 
previously canceled and claims 4-9, 15-20, 23-35, and 39 were previously withdrawn. 
Currently claims 37-38 and 40-42 are pending for examination. 



Response to Arguments 

2. Applicant's arguments with respect to claims 37-38 and 40-42 have been 
considered but are moot in view of the new ground(s) of rejection in view of the current 
amendments. 



Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 102 



3. The following is a quotation of the appropriate paragraphs of 35 U.S.C. 102 that 
form the basis for the rejections under this section made in this Office action: 
A person shall be entitled to a patent unless - 

(e) the invention was described in (1) an application for patent, published under section 122(b), by 
another filed in the United States before the invention by the applicant for patent or (2) a patent 
granted on an application for patent by another filed in the United States before the invention by the 
applicant for patent, except that an international application filed under the treaty defined in section 
351 (a) shall have the effects for purposes of this subsection of an application filed in the United States 
only if the international application designated the United States and was published under Article 21(2) 
of such treaty in the English language. 

Claims 37-38 and 40 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102(e) as being anticipated 



by Bell et al. (US Patent 6,574,606 B1), hereinafter, referred to Bell. 
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Note: The recitations in the preambles of claims 37-38 have not been given 
patentable weight because they generally recite the purpose of a process or the 
intended use of a structure, and where the body of the claim does not depend on the 
preamble for completeness but, instead, the process steps or structural limitations are 
able to stand alone. See In re Hirao, 535 F.2d 67, 190 USPQ 15 (CCPA 1976) and 
Kropa v. Robie, 187 F.2d 150, 152, 88 USPQ 478, 481 (CCPA 1951). 

Regarding claim 37, Bell discloses a system including a portal site server for 
granting compensations on the Internet having a first URL, and connected to a 
plurality of other merchant servers [member stores] and users [clients]through the 
Internet ( See Fig. 1. The "Merchant Loyalty Server" corresponds to the claimed 
compensation-granting portal site server on the Internet and can be operated by an insurance 
company such that member/merchant stores make payments to the merchant loyalty server 
for providing insurance coverage to the user ) comprising: 

a compensation-granting database configured to store URL information of the 
member store in advance and a URL rewriting unit which receives a second URL of a 
web page upon a user's request, rewrites said second URL to be linked to said first URL 
if the second URL requested by the user is found in said URL information stored in the 
compensation- granting database, and transmits said rewritten URL to the user 
terminal, a history database for storing deal information including information related to 
the access to the portal site server by the user , and a compensation-granting unit for 
granting compensation to the user based on the deal information stored in the history 
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database (See at least Figs. 3 and 6 and col.4, lines 1 1-51. Bell shows a customer using an 
interface to access/hyperlink to a URL, that is a merchant loyalty site which offers benefits 
including insurance coverage to the customers and is connected to various other merchant 
[member store] servers. The loyalty web site which corresponds to the claimed compensation 
granting portal site server and the first URL employs a rewriting unit to rewrite the URL of a 
merchant server linked to it by Hyperlink protocol and transmits this merchant server website 
that js the URL of the merchant server to the customer when the customer clicks " I Accept " 
button "32", see Fig. 3 and step "65" in Fig.6. Since there are a plurality of merchant/member 
servers connected to the loyalty site it would be inherent to store the URLs of the plurality of 
merchant/member servers in a storage space[corresponds to the claimed database configured 
to store the URL information of the member store] and the information on deals as what 
insurance coverage to be provided corresponding to a particular merchant[member store] in a 
storage space [corresponding to the claimed history database]. The loyalty web site in Bell also 
comprises a compensation-granting unit for granting compensations such as insurance 
coverage to the customers relating to a deal performed by the user on said web page having 
said second URL.) 

Regarding claim 38, its limitations are closely parallel to the limitations of claim 
37 and therefore it is analyzed and rejected on the basis of same rationale as set forth 
for claim 37 above. 

Regarding claim 40, Bell suggest paying additional premium to the insurance 
company (see ait least col. 4, lines 39-51. Bell says that the system provides both free 
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insurance and upgraded insurance coverage. For the upgraded insurance coverage additional 
premium would be paid by the customer). 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 



4. The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set 
forth in section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and 
the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the 
invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. 
Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 

Claims 41-42 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being obvious over Bell in 
view of Official Notice 



Regarding claims 41-42, Bell ,as analyzed above, teaches providing insurance 
benefits. Bell does not explicitly teach that the deal information further includes a 
validity period of the compensation to be granted and information related to a time of 
final access to the portal server by the user. However, Examiner takes Official Notice of 
the well-known fact and practices when issuing insurance coverage to specify the 
beginning time and the expiry period depending upon the cost. IN view of the Official 
Notice it would be obvious to one of an ordinary skilled in the art to include information 
in Bell relating to a validity period of the insurance compensation to be granted and 
information related to a time of final access to the portal server by the user, that is the 
starting time of the insurance coverage. 
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Conclusion 

5. Applicant's amendment necessitated the new ground(s) of rejection presented in 
this Office action. Accordingly, THIS ACTION IS MADE FINAL. See MPEP 
§ 706.07(a). Applicant is reminded of the extension of time policy as set forth in 37 
CFR 1.136(a). 

A shortened statutory period for reply to this final action is set to expire THREE 
MONTHS from the mailing date of this action. In the event a first reply is filed within 
TWO MONTHS of the mailing date of this final action and the advisory action is not 
mailed until after the end of the THREE-MONTH shortened statutory period, then the 
shortened statutory period will expire on the date the advisory action is mailed, and any 
extension fee pursuant to 37 CFR 1.136(a) will be calculated from the mailing date of 
the advisory action. In no event, however, will the statutory period for reply expire later 
than SIX MONTHS from the date of this final action. 

Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Yogesh C. Garg whose telephone number is 571-272- 
6756. The examiner can normally be reached on Increased Flex. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Jeffrey A. Smith can be reached on 571-272-6763. The fax phone number 
for the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571-273-8300. 
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Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the 
Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for 
published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. 
Status information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. 
For more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should 
you have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic 
Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). If you would like assistance from a 
USPTO Customer Service Representative or access to the automated information 
system, call 800-786-9199 (IN USA OR CANADA) or 571-272-1000. 



Yogesh C Garg 
Primary Examiner 
Art Unit 3625 
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